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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the last Office 
action is persuasive and, therefore, the finality of that action is withdrawn. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed January 15, 2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The argument features the control unit is not responsive to the data processor. The 
examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's statement and asserts that Takayama 
discloses a mobile station, which consists of a processing unit and a MAC controller (paragraph 
41, lines 5 and 6). As it is well known the processing unit executes control over the entire mobile 
station (paragraph 42, lines land 2). Therefore the MAC control unit has to be responsive to the 
processing unit in order to communicate with an access point. 

The argument features data associated with a first application running on the wireless 
terminal is transmitted to the wireless terminal over the first communication channel, wherein the 
at least some of the control signals associated with the first application are transmitted from the 
wireless terminal to the access point over the second communication channel The examiner 
respectfully disagrees with the applicant's statement and asserts that Takao discloses a 
frequency/channel that is used for a downlink to provide data communications to cellular phones 
through the use of web browsing or email applications. By accessing the homepage the cellular 
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phone sends control signals through another frequency/channel to the base station (uplink) 
(paragraphs 22 and 29). 

The argument features forming a data transmission route for each of a plurality of 
applications running on the wireless terminal. The examiner respectfully disagrees with the 
applicant's statement and asserts that Takayama discloses that the MAC controller controls and 
manages the links that carry transmission (media) (paragraph 43). This is needed for the various 
applications on the mobile phone that perform data communications through the use of different 
frequencies (Takao, paragraph 22 and 29). 

The argument features using both OFDM and DSSS channels in the same system. The 
examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's statement and asserts that Medlock discloses 
a communication system, which includes channels, that uses both OFDM and DSSS systems 
(paragraph 2, lines 1-15; paragraph 30). 

The argument features using different versions of the 802. 1 1 standard. The examiner 
respectfully disagrees with the applicant's statement and asserts that Takayama discloses that 
communication takes place between the mobile station and access point by means of IEEE 
802.1 1. The OFDM and DSSS systems stated above (Medlock) uses different versions of IEEE 
802.11 e.g. 802.11 a, b, g. 
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The argument features that the first communication channel transmits data associated 
with a first application and the second communications channel transmits data with a second 
application that are both running on the wireless terminal. The examiner respectfully disagrees 
with the applicant's statement and asserts that Tzamaloukas discloses different types of 
applications running on the mobile station (paragraph 37), while Takao discloses the various 
frequencies/channels that are used by the applications (paragraph 22 and 29). 

The argument features that the throughput of the first communiations channel exceeds the 
throughput of the second communication channel. The examiner respectfully disagrees with the 
applicant's statement and asserts that that Takao discloses that the data volume (throughput) on 
the downlink becomes greater than that on the uplink (paragraph 58, lines 1 and 2); the uplink 
and downlink use different frequencies/channels (paragraph 29). 

The argument features a first application running on the wireless terminal and the second 
application being remote from the wireless terminal. The examiner respectfully disagrees with 
the applicant's statement and asserts that Takao (paragraph 22) and Tzamaloukas (paragraph 37) 
disclose applications that are both local and remote (accessible via Internet) to the wireless 
terminal/mobile station. 

In view of the above, the rejections using Takao, Takayama, and Tzamaloukas are 
maintained. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U S C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims 
was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point 
out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time 
a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 

(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 

'U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3 . Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or rionobviousness. 



Claims 1, 3, 5-7, 10-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takao et 
al. (U.S. Patent Application Number: 2002/0173277) in view of Takayama et al. (U.S. Patent 
Application Number: 2002/0025810). 
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Consider claim 1; Takao clearly discloses a wireless terminal comprising: a data 
processor (signal processing unit) (paragraph 61, lines 3-6); at least one control unit (the 
switching controller is used to synchronize the mobile station with the base station, which in turn 
leads to the use of the various communication modes) that is responsive to the data processor 
(the switching controller is responsive to the signal processing unit because the signal processing 
unit provides the baseband signals that will be used by the switching controller) and that controls 
communications with an access point (base station) over a first communications channel and 
over a second full-duplex communications channel (uplink and downlink) (paragraph 5, lines 1- 
13; paragraph 29, lines 1-17); a first interface between the at least one control unit and the first 
communications channel (communication mode) (paragraph 5, lines 1-13; paragraph 29, lines 1- 
17); and a second interface between the at least one control unit and the second communications 
channel (another communication mode) (paragraph 5, lines 1-13; paragraph 29, lines 1-17); and 
wherein data associated with a first application running on the wireless terminal is transmitted to 
the wireless terminal over the first communications channel (downlink), and wherein at least 
some of the control signals associated with the first application are transmitted from the wireless 
terminal to the access point (uplink) over the second communications channel (paragraph 22 and 
29). 

Takao fails to disclose communicating over a wireless local area network; that the at least 
one control unit comprises a MAC control unit. 

In the same field of endeavor Takayama discloses communicating over a wireless local 
area network (paragraph 32); that the at least one control unit comprises a MAC control unit 
(paragraph 41, lines 5 and 6). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Takayama into the method of Takao in 
order to provide efficient communication between a mobile station and an access point in a 
WLAN environment. 

Consider claim 3; Takao discloses a traffic control unit (the switching controller is used 
to synchronize with the base station, which eventually leads to the switching of modes) 
(paragraph 67, lines 1-5) that is responsive to the data processor (signal processing unit) 
(paragraph 63). 

Consider claim 5; Takayama discloses that the at least one MAC control unit also 
includes a traffic control unit that forms a data transmission route for each of a plurality of 
applications running on the wireless terminal (paragraph 43). 

Consider claim 6; Takao discloses that the first channel comprises a half-duplex channel 
(downlink) that only carries data from the access point to the wireless terminal (paragraph 29, 
line 1 1). 

Consider claim 7; Takao discloses that data associated with a multi-media application is 
transmitted over the first channel (paragraph 22 and 29). 

Consider claims 10, 13; Takayama discloses that the wireless local area network operates 
at least in part under the IEEE 802. 1 1 standard (IEEE 802. 1 1 term refers to the family of 
standards) (paragraph 53, lines 7-14). 

Consider claim 11; Takayama discloses that the first communications channel and the 
second communications channel are implemented in different frequency bands (paragraph 10). 
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Consider claim 12; Takao discloses that the first and second communications channel are 
implemented using different multiple access techniques (WCDMA and ACDMA) (paragraph 27 
and 28). 

Claims 14-18, 22, 24-28, 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Takao et al. (U.S. Patent Application Number: 2002/0173277) in view of Tzamaloukas et al. 
(U.S. Patent Application Number: 2004/0073361). 

Consider claim 14; Takao clearly discloses a wireless communications system, 
comprising: a wireless terminal (mobile station) that transmits and receives data (paragraph 29); 
an access point (base station) that serves as an interface between the wireless terminal and at 
least one processing server that is located on at least one external network (paragraph 22, lines 1- 
11; paragraph 29, lines 1-17); a first communications channel between the wireless terminal and 
the access point for transmitting data associated with the first application from the access point to 
the wireless terminal (paragraph 5, lines 1-13; paragraph 29, lines 1-17); and a second 
communications channel between the wireless terminal and the access point for transmitting data 
associated with the second application between the wireless terminal and the access point 
(paragraph 5, lines 1.-13; paragraph 29, lines 1-17). 

Takao fails to disclose that the first and second applications are running simultaneously 
on the wireless terminal. 

In the same field of endeavor Tzamaloukas discloses that the first and second 
applications are running simultaneously on the wireless terminal (the application program 
consists of programs that run simultaneously) (paragraph 35 and 37). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Tzamaloukas into the method of Takao in 
order to provide an enhanced mobile communication device capable of operating in fast moving 
and high density networks. 

Consider claim 26; Takao clearly discloses the method comprising: receiving at the 
wireless terminal (mobile station) over a first communications channel between the wireless 
terminal and an access point (base station) (paragraph 5, lines 1-13; paragraph 29, lines 1-17); 
establishing a transmission path between the wireless terminal and the access point over a second 
communications channel (paragraph 5, lines 1-13; paragraph 29, lines 1-17); and transmitting 
data over the second communications channel via the transmission path (paragraph 5, lines 1-13; 
paragraph 29, lines 1-17). 

Takao fails to support a plurality of applications on a wireless terminal. 

In the same field of endeavor Tzamaloukas clearly discloses transmitting and receiving 
data from a plurality of applications (paragraph 35 and 37). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Tzamaloukas into the method of Takao in 
order to provide an enhanced mobile communication device capable of operating in fast moving 
and high density networks. 

Consider claim 15; Takao discloses that the second communications channel is further 
used to transmit control information associated with the first application from the wireless 
terminal to the access point (paragraphs 22 and 29). 
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Consider claim 16; Takao discloses that the first communications channel is further used 
to transmit control information associated with the first application from the wireless terminal to 
the access point (paragraph 29). 

Consider claim 17; Takao discloses that the throughput of the first communications 
channel exceeds the throughput of the second communications channel (paragraph 58, lines 1-6). 

Consider claim 18; Takao discloses that the wireless terminal comprises: (signal 
processing unit) (paragraph 61, lines 3-6); at least one control unit (the switching controller is 
used to synchronize the mobile station with the base station, which in turn leads to the use of the 
various communication modes) that is responsive to the data processor (the switching controller 
is responsive to the signal processing unit because the signal processing unit provides the 
baseband signals that will be used by the switching controller) and that controls communications 
with an access point (base station) over a first communications channel and over the second 
communications channel (uplink and downlink) (paragraph 5, lines 1-13; paragraph 29, lines 1- 
17); a first interface between the at least one control unit and the first communications channel 
(communication mode) (paragraph 5, lines 1-13; paragraph 29, lines 1-17); and a second 
interface between the at least one control unit and the second communications channel (another 
communication mode) (paragraph 5, lines 1-13; paragraph 29, lines 1-17). 

Takao fails to disclose a MAC control unit that is responsive to the data processor. 

In the same field of endeavor Tzamaloukas discloses a MAC control unit that is 
responsive to the data processor (paragraph 35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Tzamaloukas into the method of Takao in 
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order to provide an enhanced mobile communication device capable of operating in fast moving 
and high density networks. 

Consider claim 22; Takao discloses that the first channel comprises a unidirectional 
channel that only transmits data from the access point to the wireless terminal (downlink) 
(paragraph 29, line 1 1). 

Consider claim 24; Takao discloses that at least some of the control signals associated 
with the first application are transmitted from the wireless terminal to the access point over the 
second communications channel (paragraph 29). 

Consider claims 25; Takao discloses that the access point and the wireless terminal 
communicate (paragraph 29). Tzamaloukas discloses that communication takes place at least in 
part under the IEEE 802. 1 1 standard (paragraph 15, lines 26-28). 

Consider claim 27; Takao discloses transmitting data associated with the first of the 
plurality applications over the second communications channel via the transmission path 
(paragraph 22 and 29). 

Consider claim 28; Takao discloses that transmitting control data associated with the first 
of the plurality applications from the wireless terminal to the access point over the first 
communications channel (paragraph 29). 

Consider claim 30; Takao discloses that the first communications channel is a high 
throughput uni-directional communications channel (paragraph 58, lines 1-4). 

Claim 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takao et al. (U.S. 
Patent Application Number: 2002/0173277) in view of Takayama et al. (U.S. Patent 
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Application Number: 2002/0025810), and further in view of Ota et al. (U.S. Patent Number: 
6,115,615). 

Consider claim 4; Takao and Takayama fail to disclose that the at least one MAC control 
unit comprises a first MAC control unit for controlling communications with the access point 
over the first communications channel and a second MAC control unit for controlling 
communications with the access point over the second communications channel. 

In the same field of endeavor Ota discloses that the at least one MAC control unit 
comprises a first MAC control unit for controlling communications with the access point over 
the first communications channel and a second MAC control unit for controlling . 
communications with the access point over the second communications channel (column 9, lines 
10-30). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Ota into the method of Takao and 
Takayama in order to effectively and efficiently switch transmission routes of a packet. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takao et al. (U.S. Patent 
Application Number: 2002/0173277) in view of Takayama et al. (U.S. Patent Application 
Number: 2002/0025810), and further in view of Medlock et al. (U.S. Patent Application 
Number: 2002/0062472). 

Consider claims 8; Takao and Takayama fail to disclose that the communication 
channels are implemented as orthogonal frequency division multiplexing channel and direct 
sequence spread spectrum communications channel. 
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In the same field of endeavor Medlock discloses that the communication channels are 
implemented as orthogonal frequency division multiplexing channel and direct sequence spread 
spectrum communications channel (paragraph 30, lines 1-17). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Medlock into the method of Takao and 
Takayama in order to provide an apparatus and a method for preparing data for transmitting from 
a communication device. 

Claims 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takao et al. 
(U.S. Patent Application Number: 2002/0173277) in view of Tzamaloukas et al. (U.S. Patent 
Application Number: 2004/0073361), and further in view of Du (U.S. Patent Number: 
6,480,480). 

Consider claim 19; Takao and Tzamaloukas fail to disclose that the access point 
comprises: a second data processor; at least one access point MAC control unit that is responsive 
to the second data processor and that controls communications with the wireless terminal over 
the first communications channel and over the second communications channel; a third interface 
between the at least one access point MAC control unit and the first communications channel; 
and a fourth interface between the at least one access point MAC control unit and the second 
communications channel. 

In the same field of endeavor Du discloses that the access point (column 9, lines 40-43) 
comprises: a second data processor (column 3, lines 40-43); at least one access point MAC 
control unit that is responsive to the second data processor and that controls communications 
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with the wireless terminal over the first communications channel and over the second 
communications channel (column 3, lines 40-67); a third interface between the at least one 
access point MAC control unit and the first communications channel; and a fourth interface 
between the at least one access point MAC control unit and the second communications channel 
(column 3, lines 40-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Du into the method of Takao and 
Tzamaloukas in order to maintain communication between terminals even in the case of a failure 
of a component. 

Consider claim 20; Du discloses the wireless terminal further comprises a first traffic 
control unit that is responsive to the data processor, and wherein the access point further 
comprises a second traffic control unit that is responsive to the second data processor (column 3, 
lines 40-67). 

Claim 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takao et al. (U.S. 
Patent Application Number: 2002/0173277) in view of Tzamaloukas et al. (U.S. Patent 
Application Number: 2004/0073361), and further in view of Ota et al. (U.S. Patent Number: 
6,115,615). 

Consider claim 21; Takao and Tzamaloukas fail to disclose that the at least one MAC 
control unit comprises a first MAC control unit for controlling communications with the access 
point over the first communications channel and a second MAC control unit for controlling 
communications with the access point over the second communications channel. 
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In the same field of endeavor Ota discloses that the at least one MAC control unit 
comprises a first MAC control unit for controlling communications with the access point over 
the first communications channel and a second MAC control unit for controlling 
communications with the access point over the second communications channel (column 9, lines 
10-30). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Ota into the method of Takao and 
Tzamaloukas in order to effectively and efficiently switch transmission routes of a packet. 

Claims 23 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takao et al. 
(U.S. Patent Application Number: 2002/0173277) in view of Tzamaloukas et al. (U.S. Patent 
Application Number: 2004/0073361), and further in view of Medlock et al. (U.S. Patent 
Application Number: 2002/0062472). 

Consider claims 23 and 29; Takao and Tzamaloukas fail to disclose that the 
communication channels are implemented as orthogonal frequency division multiplexing 
channel and direct sequence spread spectrum communications channel. 

In the same field of endeavor Medlock discloses that the communication channels are 
implemented as orthogonal frequency division multiplexing channel and direct sequence spread 
spectrum communications channel (paragraph 30, lines 1-17). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Medlock into the method of Takao and 
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Tzamaloukas in order to provide an apparatus and a method for preparing data for transmitting 
from a communication device. 

Claims 31-33, 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takao et al. 
(U.S. Patent Application Number: 2002/0173277) in view of Tzamaloukas et al. (U.S. Patent 
Application Number: 2004/0073361), and further in view of Takayama et al. (U.S. Patent 
Application Number: 2002/0025810). 

Consider claim 33; Takao clearly discloses a wireless terminal (mobile station) for 
transmitting and receiving data (paragraph 5, lines 1-13; paragraph 29, lines 1-17); an access 
point (base station) interfaced with an external processing server (paragraph 5, lines 1-13; 
paragraph 22, lines 1-11; paragraph 29, lines 1-17); and a plurality of wireless channels for 
transmitting and receiving the data (paragraph 5, lines 1-13; paragraph 29, lines 1-17); wherein 
the plurality of wireless channels have different throughputs (paragraph 58, lines 1-6) and 
wherein the second application (homepages uploaded in servers) is remote from the wireless 
terminal (paragraph 22, lines 1-11; paragraph 29). 

Takao fails to disclose transmitting and receiving data from a plurality of applications. 

In the same field of endeavor Tzamaloukas clearly discloses transmitting and receiving 
data from a plurality of applications (paragraph 35 and 37). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Tzamaloukas into the method of Takao in 
order to provide an enhanced mobile communication device capable of operating in fast moving 
and high density networks. 
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Takao and Tzamaloukas fail to disclose that the wireless channels operate in different 
frequency bands. 

In the same field of endeavor Takayama discloses that the wireless channels operate in 
different frequency bands (paragraph 10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Takayama into the method of Takao and 
Tzamaloukas in order to provide efficient communication between a mobile station and an 
access point in a WLAN environment. 

Consider claim 31; Takao and Tzamaloukas fail to disclose that the wireless local area 
network operates at least in part under the IEEE 802. 1 1 standard. 

In the same field of endeavor Takayama discloses that the wireless local area network 
operates at least in part under the IEEE 802. 1 1 standard (IEEE 802. 1 1 term refers to the family 
of standards) (paragraph 53, lines 7-14). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Takayama into the method of Takao and 
Tzamaloukas in order to provide efficient communication between a mobile station and an 
access point in a WLAN environment. 

Consider claim 32; Takao discloses that the first application is a multi-media application 
(paragraph 22). 

Consider claim 36; Takao discloses the plurality of wireless channels (links) (paragraph 
29). Tzamaloukas discloses that communication takes place at least in part under the IEEE 
802.1 1 standard (paragraph 15, lines 26-28). 
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Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takao et al. (U.S. 
Patent Application Number: 2002/0173277) in view of Tzamaloukas et al. (U.S. Patent 
Application Number: 2004/0073361), further in view of Takayama et al. (U.S. Patent 
Application Number: 2002/0025810), and further in view of Medlock et al. (U.S. Patent 
Application Number: 2002/0062472). 

Consider claim 35; Takao, Tzamaloukas, and Takayama fail to disclose that the 
communication channels are implemented as orthogonal frequency division multiplexing 
channel and direct sequence spread spectrum communications channel. 

In the same field of endeavor Medlock discloses that the communication channels are 
implemented as orthogonal frequency division multiplexing channel and direct sequence spread 
spectrum communications channel (paragraph 30, lines 1-17). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Medlock into the method of Takao, 
Tzamaloukas, and Takayama in order to provide an apparatus and a method for preparing data 
for transmitting from a communication device. 

Conclusion 
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Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 



Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Joel Ajayi whose telephone number is (571) 270-1091. The 
Examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Nick Corsaro can be reached on (571) 272-7876. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) or 703-305- 
3028. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist/customer service whose telephone number is (571) 272- 



2600. 
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